ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


July 22, 1994 


Mr. Frank Van Zandt 
6032 Van Zandt Road 
Livonia, NY 14487 


Dear Mr. Van Zandt: 


Your article in The Asylum concerning Crosby's 1793 cent photographs which 
were published in AJN Vol. III No. 12 is very much appreciated, as I have long 
been trying to solve a problem in that regard. 


In that number of my AJN unbound set there are adjacent to the first variety 
of the Levick plate two photographic positives of 1793 cents. These are laid in 
loosely. There are 12 obverses on one positive and 12 reverses on the other. They 
are identical in style, color and texture to the pasted-in plate. They have numbering 
and comments on them. I have not checked the coins against any others. 


I have occasionally asked what the photos were and now I ask you. I enclose a 
photocopy of them. You speculated that there could be other positives and now 
you have your opportunity to interpret what was done or what was anticipated. 
Perhaps they are cents sent in by others in accordance with the Levick comments 
in AJN Vol. Ill, No. 11, p. 92. I can produce a much better photocopy from the 
originals if you want to publish anything more. 


I look forward to your answer. My set of early AJN was completed by me long 
ago so I have no idea where this particular pamphlet came from. 


Sincerely, 
boys . Om 
Eric P. Newman 


EPN:bv 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6baso Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missourt 63105 


James Neiswinter October 27, 1993 
302 Fendale St. 
Franklin Square, NY 11010 


Dear Jim; 


As promised in my telephone conversation I enclose photocopies 
of my two Levick plates with 3 altered 1793 cents on them, one 
obverse plate and one reverse plate. These were found loose many 
years ago in my AJN set in the same issue as included the regular 
Levick plates. I had ANS rephotograph the loose plates. 

Please check all of the other coins against the regular Levick 
plates to see if there were other changes than the three altered 
pieces. 

Congratulations on your article. It is of great importance. 


Thrive, 


va 


ae, 


Eric P. Newman 


iio §=— 448 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you very much for the photocopies of your two Levick plates. They 
are interesting pieces of numismatic history. I believe that these plates were 
trial photographs that Levick had made to try and figure out which format 
worked best. Do to the quality of the photocopies, I can only be sure of three 
coins that are on your plates that made the final version. At the bottom of - 
your obverse plate Levick wrote about #’s 2, 10, & 11. (All 3 coins came 
from the 1867 Mickley sale). The # 2 reverse became the A reverse while 
the obverse of your # 10 became #9, and the obverse of your # 11 became # 
10. If you take out #’s 8 & 9 (the counterfeits) and add # 6, the Strawberry 
Leaf, the numbering of both trial and final version fits. 


At the time that your plates were made Levick didn’t have all the 
varieties, but he must have been aware of them, so he filled in the holes with 
the Smith Counterfeits. Since the final version of the plate contained both 
obverses and reverses Levick probably felt he didn’t have room for the 
Smiths’. In 1897 Crosby used three separate plates so he included the 
counterfeits. 


According to Levick’s Book of Rubbings of 1793 Cents your plates show 
Levick’s original numbering plan — using numbers for both the the obverses 
and reverses. It is only on the last page of the diary that he used letters to 
designate the reverses. (Maybe at Crosby’s suggestion 7) 


My company just opened an office in St. Louis. If | ever get a chance to 
go there I would love the opportunity to see your plates in person. 


Thanks again, 


U.. 
vA 


pA 
Fa 
( 


Jim Neis wieder | 204 Fecadale A. sr ranklin Dag id 
: 


Subj: the newly reported 1792 cent 
Date: 08/30/2004 11:06:13 AM Central Daylight Time 
From: gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 
To: ERicNumis@aol.com 
Sic 


I'm sure you have red the E-sylum reports this morning on the no-silver 
center 1792 cent brought in to the ANA in Pittsburgh and instantly slabbed 
by PCGS. | have several questions: 

1. The "experts" who instantly authenticated it apparently did so on the 
basis of "diagnostic" slanted reeding on the edge, without comparison with 
a piece accepted as genuine. Does that strike you as sound practice or 
convincing? 

2. The pieces without silver center are alleged to have silver equivalent 
to the silver center mixed with copper to form a "fusible alloy.” Do you 
happen to know whether such a piece has ever been analyzed by a 
nondestructive technique like x-ray flourescence or an electron-microprobe 
to determine whether there is intentionally added silver? | asay 
intentionally added because because most copper contains more than a trace 
of silver unless it is intentionally purified. 

3. | am suspicious of pedigrees that consist of finding the piece ina 
box where it sat for some decades after perhaps being placed there by a 
long-time collector or an heir of one. Am | being unduly suspicious? 

On another topic, | am still reading your catalog and will contact you 
about it in the next day or so. 

Cheers! 

Peter 


Monday, August 30, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: A neat large cent popped up 
Date: 09/21/2004 8:03:27 PM Central Daylight Time 
From: johnk@anrcoins.com 
To: ericnumis@aol.com 
CC: johnk@anrcoins.com 
Hi Eric: 


| hope this missive finds you well. You were missed and asked about at the Rittenhouse Society meeting in 
Pittsbugh. We had a nice breakfast with many of the usual suspects -- Ken Bressett was there, and Dave Bowers 
stopped by for a visit after his breakfast with the Director of the Smithsonian. We elected John Dannreuther to 
membership in view of his research accomplishments, and the vote was without dissent. 


A large cent that may be an old friend of yours has popped up after 60+ years. The finest known Strawberry Leaf, 
ex. Parmelee, Hall, Brand, and B.G. Johnson, was "rediscovered" by the family of its last owner of record, who 
bought it from James Kelly in May 1941 for $2,750. The piece has been consigned to our November sale, and 
we're all pretty excited about it. 


| wonder if you recall any details of purchasing 1793 cents from the Brand collection? It looks like there was one 
transaction on February 7, 1941 where B.G. Johnson bought a whole bunch of choice 1793 cents from Brand -- 
17 1793 cents, all Condition Census, including all 5 of the NC varieties then known! Two of the coins are still 
unique (NC-2 and NC-5) and four others are finest knowns. It really looks like an incredible group of coins. Oddly, 
it doesn't look like any other date beside 1793 was involved. Several 1794 cents from Brand ended up in a 1951 
New Netherlands auction, and it looks like Johnson bought many nice 1794 cents from the Green collection in 
1943. 


It seems like an error or a coincidence, but the current pedigrees for two nice 1794 cents (a S-22 and a S-32) 
both note that B.G. Johnson purchased them on March 24, 1943 -- except one was bought from Green and one 
from Brand! | guess its possible ... just a side comment, nothing having to do with the Strawberry Leaf. 

I'd be delighted to know if you recall this coin or how B.G. Johnson came to get it from the Brand collection. 
James Kelly sold it to a Mr. Staples in Maine, who was killed in action in the Solomon Islands in 1943. The family 
has had it ever since. Does Staples' name sound familiar to you in the least? 


Thanks for letting me probe that fertile mind of yours a bit. | hope you and Evelyn had a nice summer and | look 
forward (as always) to hearing from you. 


All the best, 


John K. 


Wednesday, September 22, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: A neat large cent popped up 
Date: 09/22/2004 10:57:07 AM Central Daylight Time 


From: EricNumis 
TO; johnk@anrcoins.com 
Dear John: 


| was delighted to hear from you as you seem to be able to turn up exciting 
matters on a steady basis. 

As to the Strawberry Leaf cents you know the quantity of fairly recent research 
which was conducted. | would certainly like a nice large picture of the piece you 
have as | have never reached a conclusion as to what they are. | wonder how that 
small group could all end up in the same general condition by normal use. 

As to the 1794 cents | have all of the detailed Johnson sales invoices from 1940 to 
1947. | also have a number of unimportant Green Estate 1794 cent pieces in my 
possession. | also have a big pile of inventory sheets of Armin Brand's portion of 
the Virgil Brand collection. You are welcome at any convenient time to come to 
see those. Does Del Bland have the information which could be helpful to you? 

| am so glad your firm is prospering and that you are a big part of it. 

Thrive. Eric 


Wednesday, September 22, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: A neat large cent popped up 
Date: 09/22/2004 2:27:13 PM Central Daylight Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: johnk@anrcoins.com 
Dear John: 


Thank you for the information about the strawberries. | am now glad to be 
informed that the edge lettering conforms to that on a genuine normal cent as | do 
not think | was previously told by Holmes or anyone. | always assumed so. 

Now the study should be made as to whether a skilled engraver whether a 
youthful Smith of Ann Street or someone else prior to him pushed metal sidewise 
on worn genuine pieces to redesign some parts and heavily polished the results to 
blur the work. 

| presume you do not wish to proceed further with the Johnson invoices or the 
Armin Brand lists. 

Ain't numismatic research exceedingly intriguing? Eric. 


Wednesday, September 22, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: RE: A neat large cent popped up 
Date: 09/23/2004 4:30:55 PM Central Daylight Time 


From: johnk@anrcoins.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Hi Eric: 


It sounds as though Del has mined your Brand and Johnson invoices for all the info | need to prepare the 
description for this coin, but | would be delighted to review them at some later date. It sounds as though Mr. 
Johnson had a chance to see more nice coins in the early 1940s then most of us get to see in a lifetime. 


I'll be going to NH soon to catalogue the coin, and I'll be sure to carefully scrutinize the piece to see if there is any 
evidence of tampering. I'll forward you a nice image of the coin for your files. 


Thanks again for all your help. This numismatic research thing never ceases to be fun ... 
John 


-----Original Message----- 

From: EricNumis@aol.com [mailto:EricNumis@aol.com] 
Sent: Wed 9/22/2004 3:27 PM 

To: John Kraljevich 

Cc. 

Subject: Re: A neat large cent popped up 


Dear John: 

Thank you for the information about the strawberries. | am now glad to be informed that the edge lettering 
conforms to that on a genuine normal cent as | do not think | was previously told by Holmes or anyone. | always 
assumed So. 

Now the study should be made as to whether a skilled engraver whether a youthful Smith of Ann Street or 
someone else prior to him pushed metal sidewise on worn genuine pieces to redesign some parts and heavily 
polished the results to blur the work. 

| presume you do not wish to proceed further with the Johnson invoices or the Armin Brand lists. 

Ain't numismatic research exceedingly intriguing? Exc, 


Thursday, September 23, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberry Leaf Cent Picture 
Date: 09/28/2004 12:15:25 PM Central Daylight Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 
Dear Peter: 


The picture you now have has some very curious items to observe. There are 
rather crude strawberry leaves on the obverse and three thicker strawberry leaves 
on the reverse. Could these be artificial? 

The reverse is heavily worn around the border particularly the fraction and yet the 
ends of the bow on the wreath which are very close are strong as is the wreath 
itself. The ONE CENT seems more worn than the wreath. Tooling and buffing are 
possibilities. 

| do not know if the coin was described in detail in 1846 or if its first description 
was in 1866 when first auctioned. In 1862 Smith of Ann Street had done many 
superb alterations of 1793 and 1/94 cents. 

Naturally comparison of strawberry dies with other normal dies would have to be 
made to look for matching parts. The other strawberry examples are so 
extensively worn either normally or artificially that they are almost impossible to 
compare with regular varieties. Since this strawberry was apparently not seen by 
Sheldon his work was on the others in miserable condition. 

| was told that the edges are normal on all of them so that counterfeiting is not the 
answer and that alteration was the possibility that had to be determined. 

| am curious as to what Kraljevich is going to say. Eric 


Tuesday, September 28, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Bidding assistamce 
Date: 10/08/2004 10:03:20 AM Central Daylight Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: KBressett@pcisys.net 
Dear Ken: 


Thank you for your prompt suggestions as to a representative. 

| fortunately found a reliable friend who is going or going to have an associate 
going. That solves the problem. 

For a starter | suggest you work on the following language for the strawberries in 
place of what you have: 

There are four heavily worn flowing hair and wreath type 1793 cents with four 
"strawberry leaf" sprigs in place of the standard trefoil on the obverse and three 
"strawberry leaf sprigs among the standard leaves and berries of the wreath on 
the reverse. The basis for this anomaly is not understood. 

This takes sort of a neutral position. 

Eric 


Friday, October 08, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Oct. 23, 2004 


Dear Eric, 


I’m enclosing a copy of a letter that you sent me 6 years ago. With the 
move of the ANS to its new location, I’m now able to walk there, from where 
I work, in 10 minutes, Yesterday I went to the ANS and showed Frank 
Campbell your letter. I’m interested in getting prints of the obverse & reverse 
Levick plates that you found in your AJN many years ago. 


Frank could not find any record of the photos that you said were rephoto- 
graph by the ANS. He said he would need more information if he were to 
have any hope of finding them. Do you remember when they were 
rephotographed? Was Leslie Elam in charge then? Were negatives made, or 
just prints? Frank could find no record of them in the library. Is it possible 
they were kept in the Photography Dept.? 


Frank says that it’s possible that they have been misplaced in the move to 
Fulton St. and they might surface in the future, but any information you have 
might hasten there reappearance. 


Thanks for any information you can provide. I’m enclosing a print of my 
3 Smith Counterfeits. 


Sincerely, 
tne 
Jim Neiswinter 


302 Fendale St. 
Franklin Square. N.Y. 
11010 

516 485-5216 


Subj: Re: Strawberry Cents 
Date: 10/30/2004 2:25:00 PM Central Standard Time 


From: jmkleeberg@yahoo.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Hello Eric, 


Many thanks for sending me the photographs of the 
Parmelee strawberry leaf. It is an extraordinary 
privilege to be able to see that piece. | didn't 

think | ever would. Of course, you may have seen it 
already when B. G. Johnson had it - by that rationale, 
you have had the chance to see a staggeringly high 
percentage of the coins in existence... 


| wanted to draft a more thoughtful reply with my 
observations on the strawberry leaf cent. They are 
below at the end of this message. 


You asked: 

At the time of the 1846 discovery was there a 

> detailed description or is it 

> possible that there was a switch before the auction 
>of 1866? 

As for your question re the provenance. | believe the 
earliest published mention of the strawberry leaf cent 
is (by inference) as one of the "seven varieties of 
cents of 1793" exhibited by John Meader at the meeting 
of the Rhode Island Numismatic Association on March 
16, 1868, the minutes of which are in AUN. The back 
pedigree to 1845 is from notes by Joe Levick of a 
conversation with George Paine, who said that Meader 
got it out of circulation in 1845. The first 

description of the cent with particularity is when 
Winsor exhibited at the RINA meeting of December 21, 
1868, mentioned in the minutes in AJN. The first 
photograph is in the Levick plate published in AJN. 
The piece was not auctioned until the Winsor sale in 
1895. By that time two other examples had been 
discovered and auctioned in the meantime. 


Very best wishes, 


John Kleeberg 


Observations on the Strawberry Leaf Cent, 
In light of the newer, better photographs of the 
Parmelee Specimen 


John M. Kleeberg 


The very welcome resurfacing of the Parmelee specimen 
of the strawberry leaf allows us to examine it more 
closely, with a view to resolving the debate as to 
whether the piece is an actual product of the U.S. 

Mint, or that of a counterfeiter on the outside. 

Careful study of these photographs must result in the 
conclusion that the strawberry leaf cent is a 

counterfeit of the period. The observations of this 


Tuesday, November 02, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


study are as follows: 


1. The obverse. 
The Parmalee specimen has many interesting 
characteristics. One of these is that the rim shows 
on the obverse from 9.30 to 3.00 o’clock. Another 
unusual characteristic are six gouges, apparently 
intentionally inflicted with a pin or a nail, on the 
obverse. It is also interesting how much like a berry 
(a blackberry?) the fruit below the bust appears. The 
drawing used to accompany Proskey’s articles about the 
cents of the United States in Scott’s Coin Collector's 
Journal is more accurate than one might have thought 
at first. 

Defenders of the contention that the strawberry leaf 
cent is a product of the U.S. Mint rely on two levels 
of punch linkage: first, device punches (the leaves), 
and secondly, letter punches. Device punches is a 
most improbable argument, because the U.S. Mint does 
not appear to have used such elaborate device punches 
in this period. Nonetheless, if we allow that the 
U.S. Mint did do such device punches, the makers of 
the strawberry leaf did not, for the differences in 
the leaves are so distinct. 

The strawberry leaves below the bust cannot be from a 
punch: note the variations in the middle lobes. 
Contrast the right lobe on the left leaf with the 
right lobe on the middle and right leaves. Contrast 
the left lobe on the middle leaf (small) with the left 
lobe on the right leaf (large). 

The end of the bust of Liberty is rounded, not 
pointed, in contrast with all other 1793 issues. 

The letters and numerals on the obverse are much 
smaller than those on the reverse. 


2. The reverse. 

The strawberry leaves are not from punches but 
handcut: contrast the large strawberry leaf on the 
extreme right with the other, smaller strawberry 
leaves. 

There is much variety in the size of the leaves in 
the wreath; from very small at 11 o'clock to very 
large at 4 to 6.30 o'clock. 

The letter punches: 

The vertical shaft of the Es in ONE and CENT are 
thick, the vertical shaft of the E in AMERICA is thin. 

The E in CENT is larger than the Ein ONE. The top 
horizontal bar of the E in ONE is small, the top 
horizontal bar of the E in CENT is thick; the bottom 
horizontal bar of the E in ONE extends further right 
than the top horizontal bar; the bottom horizontal bar 
of the E in CENT is nearly lined up with the top 
horizontal bar. 

The diagonal shaft of the N in ONE is thicker than 
that in CENT. The left vertical leg of the N in ONE 
is closer to the end of the diagonal shaft than is the 
case for the left vertical leg of the N in CENT. 

The top end of the C in CENT is thicker than the top 
end of the C in AMERICA. 

The bottom opening of the second A in AMERICA is 
larger than that in the first A; the feet of the A are 
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smaller on the second A than on the first A. 


With so much variation in the letter punches, they 
must be handcut, not from punches, and the same 
applies even more strongly to the leaves (the device 
punches). 


A note on the edges: in the course of my study of the 
strawberry leaf cents in 1996-98, | compared the edges 
of three of the strawberry leaf cents with the chain 
and wreath cents in the ANS collection. Edges were 
applied in this period with what the mint called 

“milling stamps.” | was able to identify a specific 
milling stamp used to make the vine and bars edge on 
the wreath cents by a depression that appears among 
the bars (corresponding to a raised lump on the 
milling stamp). This depression allowed me to line up 
the edges. The edges of the strawberry leaf cents did 
not match at all to this edge; nor did they match to 
each other. It is my belief that the edges on the 
strawberry leaf cents were not put on with a milling 
stamp, but applied by hand. 

The milling stamp used for the chain cents is 
different. The mint appears to have changed the 
milling stamps when it shifted from making chain cents 
to making wreath cents. More study needs to be done 
of the edges of the cents to distinguish among the 
various milling stamps used, and to see if there are 
wreath cents with the chain cent milling stamp, or 
chain cents with the wreath cent milling stamp, 
thereby allowing us to distinguish all sorts of “a’” 
and “b” edge sub-varieties. 


Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Mail Address AutoComplete - You start. We finish. 
http://promotions. yahoo.com/new_mail 
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Subj: Re: Strawberry Cents 
Date: 10/30/2004 2:25:00 PM Central Standard Time 


From: jmkleeberg@yahoo.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Hello Eric, 


Many thanks for sending me the photographs of the 
Parmelee strawberry leaf. It is an extraordinary 
privilege to be able to see that piece. | didn't 

think | ever would. Of course, you may have seen it 
already when B. G. Johnson had it - by that rationale, 
you have had the chance to see a staggeringly high 
percentage of the coins in existence... 


| wanted to draft a more thoughtful reply with my 
observations on the strawberry leaf cent. They are 
below at the end of this message. 


You asked: 

At the time of the 1846 discovery was there a 

> detailed description or is it 

> possible that there was a switch before the auction 
>of 1866? 

As for your question re the provenance. | believe the 
earliest published mention of the strawberry leaf cent 

is (by inference) as one of the "seven varieties of 

cents of 1793" exhibited by John Meader at the meeting 
of the Rhode Island Numismatic Association on March 
16, 1868, the minutes of which are in AUN. The back 
pedigree to 1845 is from notes by Joe Levick of a 
conversation with George Paine, who said that Meader 
got it out of circulation in 1845. The first 

description of the cent with particularity is when 

Winsor exhibited at the RINA meeting of December 21, 
1868, mentioned in the minutes in AJN. The first 
photograph is in the Levick plate published in AJN. 

The piece was not auctioned until the Winsor sale in 
1895. By that time two other exampies had beer ~ 


discovered and auctioned in the meantime. 
Very best wishes, 


John Kleeberg 


Observations on the Strawberry Leaf Cent, 
In light of the newer, better photographs of the 
Parmelee Specimen 


John M. Kleeberg 


The very welcome resurfacing of the Parmelee specimen 
of the strawberry leaf allows us to examine it more 
closely, with a view to resolving the debate as to 
whether the piece is an actual product of the U.S. 

Mint, or that of a counterfeiter on the outside. 

Careful study of these photographs must result in the 
conclusion that the strawberry leaf cent is a 

counterfeit of the period. The observations of this 
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study are as follows: 


1. The obverse. 
The Parmalee specimen has many interesting 
characteristics. One of these is that the rim shows 
on the obverse from 9.30 to 3.00 o’clock. Another 
unusual characteristic are six gouges, apparently 
intentionally inflicted with a pin or a nail, on the 
obverse. It is also interesting how much like a berry 
(a blackberry?) the fruit below the bust appears. The 
drawing used to accompany Proskey’s articles about the 
cents of the United States in Scott’s Coin Collector's 
Journal is more accurate than one might have thought 
at first. 

Defenders of the contention that the strawberry leaf 
cent is a product of the U.S. Mint rely on two levels 
of punch linkage: first, device punches (the leaves), 
and secondly, letter punches. Device punches is a 
most improbable argument, because the U.S. Mint does 
not appear to have used such elaborate device punches 
in this period. Nonetheless, if we allow that the 
U.S. Mint did do such device punches, the makers of 
the strawberry leaf did not, for the differences in 
the leaves are so distinct. 

The strawberry leaves below the bust cannot be from a 
punch: note the variations in the middle lobes. 
Contrast the right lobe on the left leaf with the 
right lobe on the middle and right leaves. Contrast 
the left lobe on the middle leaf (small) with the left 
lobe on the right leaf (large). 

The end of the bust of Liberty is rounded, not 
pointed, in contrast with all other 1793 issues. 

The letters and numerals on the obverse are much 
smaller than those on the reverse. 


2. The reverse. 

The strawberry leaves are not from punches but 
handcut: contrast the large strawberry leaf on the 
extreme right with the other, smaller strawberry 
leaves. 

There is much variety in the size of the leaves in 
the wreath; from very small at 11 o’clock to very 
large at 4 to 6.30 o'clock. 

The letter punches: 

The vertical shaft of the Es in ONE and CENT are 
thick, the vertical shaft of the E in AMERICA is thin. 

The E in CENT is larger than the Ein ONE. The top 
horizontal bar of the E in ONE is small, the top 
horizontal bar of the E in CENT is thick; the bottom 
horizontal bar of the E in ONE extends further right 
than the top horizontal bar; the bottom horizontal bar 
of the E in CENT is nearly lined up with the top 
horizontal bar. 

The diagonal shaft of the N in ONE is thicker than 
that in CENT. The left vertical leg of the N in ONE 
is closer to the end of the diagonal shaft than is the 
case for the left vertical leg of the N in CENT. 

The top end of the C in CENT is thicker than the top 
end of the C in AMERICA. 

The bottom opening of the second A in AMERICA is 
larger than that in the first A; the feet of the A are 
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smaller on the second A than on the first A. 


With so much variation in the letter punches, they 
must be handcut, not from punches, and the same 
applies even more strongly to the leaves (the device 
punches). 


A note on the edges: in the course of my study of the 
strawberry leaf cents in 1996-98, | compared the edges 
of three of the strawberry leaf cents with the chain 

and wreath cents in the ANS collection. Edges were 
applied in this period with what the mint called 

“milling stamps.” | was able to identify a specific 
milling stamp used to make the vine and bars edge on- 
the wreath cents by a depression that appears among 
the bars (corresponding to a raised lump onthe ~ 
milling stamp). This depression allowed me to line up 
the edges. The edges of the strawberry leaf cents did 
not match at all to this edge; nor did they match to 
each other. It is my belief that the edges on the 
strawberry leaf cents were not put on with a milling 
stamp, but applied by hand. 

The milling stamp used for the chain cents is 
different. The mint appears to have changed the 
milling stamps when it shifted from making chain cents 
to making wreath cents. More study needs to be done 
of the edges of the cents to distinguish among the 
various milling stamps used, and to see if there are 
wreath cents with the chain cent milling stamp, or 
chain cents with the wreath cent milling stamp, 
thereby allowing us to distinguish all sorts of “a” 
and “b” edge sub-varieties. 


Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Mail Address AutoComplete - You start. We finish. 
http://promotions.yahoo.com/new_mail 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 





Jim Neiswinter November 4, 2004 
302 Fendale St. 
Franklin Square, NY 11010 


Dear Jim: 


I have been out of town and this is the first opportunity to write you a response to 
your October 23, 2004 inquiry. | 

I have no specific recollection now about when or where our odd Levick plates 
were photographically copied. It would be in Elam’s time if it were at ANS. They could 
have been kept in the photographic department. Jit would be very time consuming for me 
to try to search my files. 

I have the original positives in my bank vault and can easily find them. I have no 
negatives. 

Is the appearance of the nice strawberry leaf cent causing this renewal of interest? 
It may be a Smith of Ann Street item. 

Please give me your business address and email, etc. 

Thank you for your pictures of your Smith alterations. I believe I have two 
Smiths. Are your written Sheldon numbers on your pictures, those of your cents before 
alteration? 


It is a pleasure to hear from you. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


6450 CECIL AVENUE ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63105 ERICNUMIS @ AOL.COM 


> MONEY MUSEUM FAX NO. : 3145165983 Nov. @4 2004 @6:14PM 
Jim Neiswinter November 4, 2004 
302 Fendale St. 


Franklin Square, NY 11010 


Dear Jim: 


I have been out of town and this is the first opportunity to write you a response to 
your October 23, 2004 inquiry. 

I have no specific recollection now about when or where our odd Levick plates 
were photographically copied. It would be in Elam’s time if it were at ANS. They could 
have been kept in the photographic department. It would be very time consuming for me 
. to try to search my files. 

] have the original positives in my bank vault and can easily find them. I have no 
negatives. 

Is the appearance of the nice strawberry leaf cent causing this renewal of interest? 
It may be a Smith of Ann Street item. 

Please give me your business address and email, etc. 

Thank you for your pictures of your Smith alterations. I believe I have two 
Smiths. Are your written Sheldon numbers on your pictures, those of your cents before 
alteration? 


It is a pleasure to hear from you. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


ab 
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Subj: (no subject) 

Date: 11/06/2004 12:16:14 PM Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 

Dear John: 


Please send me Buttrey's or your new site for the HOW THE WEST WAS WON, 


etc. 

Thank you very much for the comments on the Strawberry Cent. 

Did you see my poem about the 1933 Double Eagle in the November 2004 
Numismatist? | think it will make you smile. 

Cheers. Eric 


Saturday, November 06, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: 1793 Strawberry Cent 
Date: 11/07/2004 10:45:57 AM Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
TO: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 
Dear John: 


In a recent Perspective issued by American Numismatic Rarities as to the 
reappeared piece it is mentioned that the letters in LIBERTY are reduced in size 
and that the flowing hair groups are thinner than normal. Both variations could be 
a shaving down of the perimeter of each modified part of each element as Smith 
of Ann Street was perfectly capable of doing. It might be necessary to make an 
overlay for comparison with normal obverse varieties. Please note that the top 
enclosed area in B and R in the reappeared piece are different in size. 


Eric 


Sunday, November 07, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: 1793 Strawberry Cent 
Date: 11/07/2004 4:14:55 PM Central Standard Time 


From: jmkleeberg@yahoo.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Hello Eric, 


We seem to go over this ground again and again. 


(1) Yes, it is possible for alterations to have been 

made to create rare 1793 cent varieties in the 1860s; 
we know this to be so from the Crosby "3-B" (which 
fooled Crosby, a fake Chain Ameri) and from the "1-B," 
both now in ANS; thus Craig Sholley doesn't know what 
he is talking about when he says that people wouldn't 
create rare varieties in the 1860s by tooling, BUT 


(2) I've weighed ten cents tooled by Smith of Ann 
Street. When tooling the cents, Smith took off a lot 
of the copper, with the result that all his cents 
weigh less - often much less - than any of the 
strawberry leaf cents (see page 57 of my article) 


(3) Smith made the cents he tooled to look gorgeous: 
the strawberry leaf cents have a very unprepossessing 
appearance; 


(4) tne strawberry leaf cents die link among each 
other; Smith's alterations didn't result in die links. 


(5) As for your observation regarding the large R in 
LIBERTY, that is a characteristic of the obverse of 
Sheldon 6, which | presume to be one of the models 
used by the counterfeiter when he prepared the 
strawberry leaf cent. 


Best regards, 


John Kleeberg 
--- EricNumis@aol.com wrote: 


> Dear John: 

> In a recent Perspective issued by American 

> Numismatic Rarities as to the 

> reappeared piece it is mentioned that the letters in 
> LIBERTY are reduced in size 

> and that the flowing hair groups are thinner than 

> normal. Both variations 

> could be a shaving down of the perimeter of each 
> modified part of each element 

> as Smith of Ann Street was perfectly capable of 
> doing. It might be necessary 

> to make an overlay for comparison with normal 

> obverse varieties. Please note 

> that the top enclosed area in B and R inthe 

> reappeared piece are different 

>in size. Eric 

= 
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Subj: (no subject) 
Date: 11/08/2004 11:38:11 AM Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
Te: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 
Dear John: 


Your Nov. 7, 2004 comments are most appreciated as to the Strawberries. | want 
to make a few other observations. 

As to your #2 | do not know the weight of the newly located one and wonder if you 
have it. | will ask Kraljevich for it otherwise. There is no loss of weight when 
pushing metal sidewise as you know. 

As to #3 the ugly appearance of the strawberry type may have been an early 
attempt before Smith improved his more artistic products 

As to #4 | presume you may be talking about the obverse only as there is a 
difference in at least one reverse where ONE CENT is high and is centered on the 
others. This means that if the reverse was counterfeit there would have to have 
been two counterfeit reverse dies. Perhaps all obverses started with the same 
Original genuine worn coins with the same obverse die as the alterations of the 
hair, LIBERTY and leaf areas are so artificially worn away that they are very 
difficult to distinguish by comparison. Perhaps Smith wanted them to look alike to 
help prove to his customers that they were genuine. In addition the strawberry 
leaves on the obverse are different in shape and uniformity from the few standard 
strawberry leaves on the reverse of all the wreath reverses which seem to be 
created from the same punch. This is a fascinating problem. 

| agree that Sholley's feeling that there was no interest in varieties of 1793 cents 
in the Civil War period is speculative and doubtful as there were three clearly 
obvious types of 1793 while varieties of 1794, etc. were generally uniform and not 
easily noticeable. 

| look forward to your further thinking. — Eric 


Sunday, November 14, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: (no subject) 

Date: 11/08/2004 11:38:11 AM Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 

Dear John: 


Your Nov. 7, 2004 comments are most appreciated as to the Strawberries. | want 
to make a few other observations. 

As to your #2 | do not know the weight of the newly located one and wonder if you 
have it. | will ask Kraljevich for it otherwise. There is no loss of weight when 
pushing metal stdewise as you know. 

As to #3 the ugty appearance ofthe strawberry dype may have beer an earty 
attempt before Smith improved his more artistic products 

As to #4 | presume you may be talking about the obverse only as there is a 
difference in at least one reverse where ONE CENT is high and is centered on the 
others. This means that if the reverse was counterfeit there would have to have 
been two counterfeit reverse dies. Perhaps all obverses started with the same 
original genuine worn coins with the same obverse die as the alterations of the 
hair, LIBERTY and leaf areas are so artificially worn away that they are very 
difficult to distinguish by comparison. Perhaps Smith wanted them to look alike to 
help prove to his customers that they were genuine. In addition the strawberry 
leaves on the obverse are different in shape and uniformity from the few standard 
strawberry leaves on the reverse of all the wreath reverses which seem to be 
created from the same punch. This is a fascinating problem. 

| agree that Sholley's feeling that there was no interest in varieties of 1793 cents 
in the Civil War period is speculative and doubtful as there were three clearly 
obvious types of 1793 while varieties of 1794, etc. were generally uniform and not 
easily noticeable. 

| look forward to your further thinking. — Eric 


woo ooyeA'- MMM 
‘abe JUOJ4 jOOYRA MAU 9U} }NO YO9YD 
gjooue,A noA oq 


Monday, November 08, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


a RS 


Subj: Strawberry for sale 

Date: 11/14/2004 11:14:56 AM Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 

BCC: KBressett@pcisys.net 


Dear John: 

The American Numismatic Rarities catalog for the Nov. 30, 2004 sale of the 

best 1793 Strawberry Cent as lot #130 devotes 5 pages to the coin and 
mentioned both you and me among other commentary. 

It gives the weight. It seems to say there are no differences between the letters in 
LIBERTY and in the date 1793 from some of the normal types. It does not clearly 
comment on the thinness of the lower locks of hair as being in exactly in the same 
position as the thicker locks in some of the normal issues. 

As to whether the edge lettering is normal on this one and the other strawberries 
you have previously written comments but | have not seen any Strawberry edges 
sufficiently to compare with normal ones. | only told Holmes to check on his and 
he followed my suggestion. He determined the edges were uniform in strawberries 
and normal issues. | told Kraljevich that if there were edge differences an alterer 
could modify the edge somewhat just as easily as working on the obverse. Isn't it 
astounding that it is admitted that encapsulation has prevented the edge from 
being studied. 

Kraljevich states that he examined the strawberries and sees no evidence of 
tampering. Smith of Ann Street did not leave obvious evidence of tampering. 
When artificial wear is applied any tampering defects tend to go away. There is a 
new book describing the technique of pushing raised surface metal 

sidewise. 

You can guess which way my tentative conclusions are going. 


| hear you have a new legal position so please tell me about it. 
My best as always. Eric 


Sunday. November 14, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: Levick Photos 
Date: 11/16/2004 9:34:26 AM Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
10: Ericnumis@AOL.com 
Dear Eric, 


Thanks for responding to my inquiry on the Levick photos. I'll take your info to Frank Campbell & Bob Hoge & see 
if they can dig them up. The ANS photographer is now a contract employee. | met him last week when he was 
taking pictures at the David Tripp talk on the 1933 $20 gold piece, but | don't know how much help he would be in 
finding the pictures. 


| was thinking about expanding my paper on Levick & his plate on 1793 cents. I've found that the first published 
work on large cents was on the front page of the Boston Evening Transcript on Mar. 1, 1859 - exactly four months 
after the famous Cogan Sale of large cents in Philadelphia. The article was signed A.S. - Brookline, Mass. A. S. 
was Dr. Augustine Shurtleff who was one of the founders of the Boston Numismatic Society. The article desciibed 
11 different varieties of 1793 cents. When S.S. Crosby wrote his Monograph on 1793 Cents that accompanied 
Levick's plate in the Apr. 1869 AJN, it was obvious to me that Crosby based his work on Shurtleffs descriptions 
10 years earlier (sometimes word for word). In my COAC talk on Levick in 1996, | did not know about the test 
plates that Levick made (obverse & reverse) that you found in your AJN. Levick was going to include Smith 
Counterfeits, but | guess he couldn't fit them on one plate after he decided to put both obverses & reverses on the 
same plate. 


Since I've got a digital camera a few years ago, I've taken pictures of my large cents. I've also become very good 
using MS Power Point. | did a book about my 1793 cents. | showed it to some friends at last years EAC 
convention, & a few said they would like copies. I've expanded the book to include everything I've learned about 
1793 cents in my 20 years of study (did you know that the reverse of the S13 was also used on the 1794 S63?, 
that the S4 was struck before the $3?) These are my opinions, but | think they are accurate. 


| don't want to take up too much of your time. If you like | can send you copies of some photos of my cents. I've 
made many copies. I'm a perfectionist and | try to get the photos just right. | think you would enjoy them. 


Jim 


Tuesday, November 16, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: Levick Photos 

Date: 11/16/2004 1:04:03 PM Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

TO: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 


Dear Jim: 

As to your 11/16/2004 comments my suggestion is that you delay your inquiry at 
ANS about the negatives of my Levick plates until | can visit my original positives. 
| have a photocopy machine which has a "best" setting which takes a while but 
does beautiful images. | will make copies and send them as soon as it is practical 
for me. 

It would be very helpful to me to have a copy of your book about your 1/793 cents 
as well as an image of the Shurtleff article in the Boston Transcript. You said | 
would enjoy them and that is an understatement. 

It so happens that | am trying to help a little on the Strawberry 1793 cent which 
just reappeared and was wondering what you think about it. Today | found in my 
files Burdette G. Johnson's 1941 invoices to James Kelly for two Strawberry and 
several other Brand 1793 cents. 

As long as you went to the David Tripp talk on the ILLEGAL TENDER | wonder if 
you saw my poem about the book in the Numismatist of November 2004. 

Keep on being a perfectionist. | have learned that opportunities for improvement in 
research must be taken advantage of on a steady basis. 

My best. Eric 


Tuesday, November 16, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 11/18/2004 3:45:33 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To Ericnumis@AOL.com 
Eric, 


Tomorrow I'll put in the mail some photos of my coins and a copy of the 1859 Boston Transcript that has the 
article "About Cents". | had to reduce it so | could get most of it on one page, but the portion of the article on 1793 
cents was reprinted in the Apr. issue of the Historical Magazine. | was able to copy and enlarge that so it's easier 
to read. 


It's funny that you mentioned the 1793 Strawberry Leaf Cents. A friend of mine, Dan Holmes, owns both 
Strawberry Leafs that were in the Starr Sale. He might be bidding on the Staples coin in 2 weeks. He took his 2 
Strawberries & a few of his other Wreath Cents to Las Vegas last month. John Kraljevich, from ANR, brought out 
the Staples coin. Dan was able to compare the edge devices of the 3 Strawberries and his Wreath cents. He said 
they were all the same. On Dec. 7th Dan is coming to the ANS with his 2 coins to compare them with the ANS 
example. I've been invited by Dan and Bob Hoge to attend. It should be a fun morning. 


Either Dan or John Kraljevich will probably be writing a paper on what they find. | think it would be great if you 
could add what you know to the paper. It would give it some historical background, especially if you could provide 
copies of the invoices. 


| think Brand bought all of Thomas Hall's 1793 cents. Dr. Hall had every variety except the $15 & the NC6 
(discovered in 1977). So he had 22 of the 24 varieties. Dan Holmes owns 23 varieties. The only one he does not 
have is the unique NC5 in the ANS collection. 


Jim 


Thursday, November 18, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: FW: Delivery Status Notification (Delay) 
Date: 41/20/2004 41:26:44 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 

TO: |_neiswinter@hotmall.com 

Jim: 

| did not receive any Nov.17 message from you. | only received Nov. 46 and 18. 
trawberry matter. Eric 


Nov. 17. lam writing you separately on the s 


~ we Et 
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Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 11/20/2004 12:26:21 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


Since you advised us that you are going to ANS with Dan Holmes to study 
Strawberries on December 6 | thought we could give you some thoughts which 
might be helpful. 

Each of the existing strawberries should have its reverse die compared with 1793 
Breen or other wreath cent die studies to determine whether they match. This has 
been tried but may not be accurate because of extensive wear. | find that there 
are 4 strawberry twigs on some normal 1793 wreath reverses and 5 on others. 
Some are inside and some are outside the stems on both right and left sides. 
Some with the same number of twigs have them in different positions. The shape 
of these all differ somewhat from the strawberries on the obverse. This will aid 
particularly in matching the reverses. If reverses match then the strawberries are 
genuine coins to start with. This would conform to the Holmes edge marking 
conclusion that the edges on strawberries are identical to those on normal 
genuine 1793 wreath cents. Kleeberg indicates he believes that the strawberry 
edge markings differ from the normal genuine 1793s. 

lf the genuineness of the reverses and the edges is correct then the problem 
therefore seems to confine itself to alterations of the obverse. We are faced 
primarily with the three lower hair locks being thinner on the strawberries, the 
rounded point instead of a point on the bust of the strawberries and the 4 branch 
twig of strawberries instead of the 3 leaf twig. The two first differences could be 
made by scraping or polishing away raised surfaces. The latter might be produced 
by moving metal sidewise, smoothing the old raised portion and raising nearby 
portions. Possibly metal could also be added from the metal removed from the 
hair etc. Artificial wear might then be used to smooth the alteration work. It would 
be difficult to make the strawberry twig alike on 4 coins but are they clear enough 
to compare? 

None of the above may be new to any of you. We are only urging that this 
problem should be restudied. | 

| have found the invoices of B. G. Johnson covering two Brand strawberries and a 
bunch of other choice 1793s to James Kelley in 1941 and sent copies to 
Kraljevich already. If you wish copies | will send them to you. 

Good luck in your studies and your visit to ANS. Eric 

for Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 


>, , * 
v 
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Subj: BG Johnson Invoices 
Date: 11/23/2004 9:30:04 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: ericnumis@aol.com 
Eric, 


Thanks, | got all three. 


Jim 


Friday, November 26, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: 1792 Strawberry Cents 

Date: 11/27/2004 1:09:56 P.M. Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

1c j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 


Dear Jim: 

| was delighted to receive the color images of your collection of twenty 1793 US 
cents. For me to be able to study your different normal varieties (no strawberries) 
was extremely helpful to me and | did not realize that you were writing a book on 
1793 cents which you expect to publish in 2005. | also appreciate the images of 
three of the four known strawberries. | feel | should continue to send you my 
thoughts and refine my suggestions so as to try to be helpful to your studies of the 
strawberries. | use the word "strawberries" as to the sprig of four projections on 
the obverse of the four known pieces which are now prominently in the news. | will 
use "strawberries" for the four or five clusters of small leaves on the reverses of 
the normal wreath cents but suggest you give them an appropriate and distinct 
name even though they may have some similar shapes to the strawberries on 

the obverses of the four strawberry cents. 

| have read the extensive and lucid commentary of John Kraljevich on the 
strawberries just published in Penny-Wise. 

It is clear to me from the facts at my disposal that the edges of the four 
strawberries are the same as generally used on 1793 wreath cents. | am satisfied 
that the reverses of all strawberry cents are of one of two varieties (a centered 
ONE CENT or a high ONE CENT), both being on normal 1793 wreath 

cent varieties. Please let me know which reverse each strawberry example has. 
The condition of three of the four strawberry cent examples is very poor and 
blurred so as to be substantially indistinguishable in detail (particularly as to the 
Strawberry leaves) from one another and from the Staples piece. If an overlay 
study showed clear evidence of die identity of these strawberry and other parts 
then the use of the same obverse die for all four of the strawberry pieces would 
be substantiated and be unaltered mint products. If the overlay evidence does not 
show such features then a possibility of a "Smith of Ann Street" type alteration 

of worn genuine 1793 wreath cents themselves may be studied. It should also be 
considered that artificial wear to the altered product may have been used either to 
improve or blur unsatisfactory workmanship. Smith of Ann Street and other 
alterers were able to move or eliminate raised surface metal. As you may know 
Smith of Ann Street was working in the 1860 period when varieties of 1793 

cents had already begun to be commented upon. 

After you have the identification of the reverses used for the strawberries please 
determine the normal obverses which are paired with those normal reverses. Now 
you are in a position to determine any deviations by shaving of the hair locks and 
bust point on the strawberry obverses from the normal obverses combined with 
the normal reverses and you can compare parts which may be identical. This 
might indicate whether or not a normal obverse has been altered to produce a 
strawberry. If there is 


Saturday, November 27, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


anything in this communication which is unclear or if you have any corrections or 
additions to what is set out please feel free to let me know. | wish | had the proper 
address for Crosby, Levick or Breen (not Sheldon) as | would send them a copy 
for their thoughts. If any EAC members have unpublished material or commentary 
on the subject please let me know. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review such a fascinating 

subject. Eric 


Saturday, November 27, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 11/28/2004 11:13:25 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


| wish to add to my yesterday's communication so that you have it before your 
December 6 study at ANS that the position of the parts of the trefoil on the 
obverses of 1793 S 7 and S 8 are somewhat similar to the position of the parts in 
the same place on the Staples strawberry NC 3 obverse. 

| am looking forward before December 6 to receiving the S numbering for each of 
the four strawberry reverses as my eyes may not be as sharp as yours 

in comparing natural or artificial wear similarities or differences. 

My best. Eric 


Sunday, November 28, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: RE: Strawberries 
Date: 11/29/2004 2:44:34 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Oz EricNumis@aol.com 
Eric, 


| see that the S7 trefoil is in the same position as on the Strawberry Leaf, but | don't really see the S8 being in the 
same position. The stem is horizontal & goes from the 7 to the 3 in the date. I'll bring both your Emails to the ANS 
next week. 


As to my book. | have no plans to publish it. It's a photo album of my Sheldon varieties 1 - 20. The pictures have 
been enlarged & I've added everything I've learned in my 20+ years of studying the varieties of 1793. | had no 
plans to make more than one, but | took it to the EAC convention last year & a few of my friends saw it & said they 
would like a copy. | set the price at $100 mainly because I'm using a deluxe portfolio with leather covers. So far 
I'm making 5 copies. 


Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Strawberries >Date: Sun, 28 Nov 2004 
12:13:25 EST > >Dear Jim: >I wish to add to my yesterday's communication so that you have it before >your 
December 6 study at ANS that the position of the parts of the trefoil on >the obverses of 1793 S 7 and S 8 are 
somewhat similar to the position of the >parts in the same place on the Staples strawberry NC 3 obverse. >| am 
looking forward before December 6 to receiving the S numbering for each >of the four strawberry reverses as my 
eyes may not be as sharp as yours in >comparing natural or artificial wear similarities or differences. >My best. 
EFc 


Monday, November 29, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: Disme 
Date: 12/01/2004 9:31:01 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: Joelorosz 
To: EricNumis 
Dear Eric: 


| will proceed with the letter, in the most tactful way | can without sacrificing facts. 

| will look forward to seeing the results of your work on the Strawberry Leaf cent. Perhaps the new owner, who 
recently paid a record price for the specimen ANR rediscovered, would be a bit distressed to think that he had a 
tooled alteration! 

Cheers, 


Joel 


Thursday, December 02, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 12/02/2004 8:20:48 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


| still am unable to determine from the wonderful images you sent me what variety 
the reverse of the Staples piece matches up with, if any. | have observed that the 
string of berries going from the wreath toward the C in AMERICA seems to differ 
in S 7, S 8 and the other normal high ONE CENT varieties as well as the Staples 
piece and the other strawberries. 

When you go to ANS this might be worth studying further. 

My best. EAC 


Thursday, December 02, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: RE: Strawberries 
Date: 12/03/2004 10:29:38 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Enc. 


| just talked with Dan Holmes. He said Bob Grellman will be at the ANS next Tuesday for the "Strawberry Leaf" 
convention. Bob is very good at examining coins. I'll bring your Emails to make sure we go over your 
observations. Dan also said | can photograph his 2 Strawberries. | hope Bob Hoge will let me take a picture of the 
ANS coin as well. 


Dan told me that the finest known Strawberry sold for $360K to some guy who | never heard of from Trenton NJ. 
He's not an EAC member, but he has bought a few high end large cents. Dan said he paid $400K for a mint state 
$4 a while ago. 


| got an invitation to the annual ANS dinner in January. George Kolbe is being honored. | would love to attend 
because George is a friend, but the dinner is the same night as the Rasmussen large cent at the FUN show in 
Florida. I've been looking forward to this sale since it was first announced. 


Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Strawberries >Date: Thu, 2 Dec 2004 

09:20:48 EST > >Dear Jim: >I still am unable to determine from the wonderful images you sent me what >variety 

the reverse of the Staples piece matches up with, if any. | have >observed that the string of berries going from the 

wreath taward the C in AMERICA >seems to differ in S 7, S 8 and the other normal high ONE CENT varieties as 

, eet = “sa Staples piece and the other strawberries. >When you go to ANS this might be worth studying further. 
e “* Eric 


a ie ‘.. 
> Ae 


Saturday, December 04, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: ANS Strawberry Meeting | 
Date: 12/09/2004 10:14:58 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
£0: Ericnumis@AOL.com 
Eric, 


On Tuesday we had our ANS meeting. John Kleeberg, Dan Holmes, Bob Grellman, myself, and Bob Hoge were 
in attendance. We spent about 4 hours studying the ANS Wreath Cents along with mine & Dan's. We found 
something that is very interesting. 


There are actually 2 varieties of the Vine & Bars edge. On the most common type the Bars are thicker and the 
leaves on the Vine are larger with rounded edges. On the rarer type the leaves are significantly smaller and have 
squared edges. The Bars are also thinner. We found this type on only two Sheldon varieties, the S8 & S9. All the 
other varieties of the Wreaths, including the 2 Strawberry varieties, have the more common variety. Stangely, a 
mint state Wreath might not have a well struck edge, while we found some lower grade cents with very strong 
edge device. 


All 3 Strawberry varities seen on Tuesday had the same obverse. We had a blow up picture of the finest known 
NC3 to study along with the other 2 known examples of NC3 and Dan's NC2. The reverses of the NC3s are all the 
same. We couldn't find any other Wreaths that were identical to the Strawberry Cents - either obverse or reverse. 


We all came to the same conclusion (even John Kleeberg) that the Strawberry Cents are mint products. Dan 
Holmes left his NC2 & 3 at the ANS so they could photograph the edges. I'm working on photographing the edges 
of my S8 & S7. When I get a good picture of both I'll pass it along to you. 


Jim 


Thursdav. December 09. 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Srrawberries 

Date: 12/10/2004 12:50:54 P.M. Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

ro j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 


Dear Jim: 

Thank you for the report of the meeting at ANS about the 

strawberries. It was wonderful that all of you got together. | was satisfied that you 
would find the edges were from more than one Castaing die as a spare was 
normal. 

Since you found the reverse dies on the strawberries to be distinctive from any 
other reverse dies of non-strawberries, did you note the differences and 
similarities? Could there have been alterations to either type of strawberry reverse 
from a non-strawberry reverse? 

Was the bust on each strawberry from a punch which was used to prepare the 
normal bust and was the flowing hair modified on each die after the punch was 
used? Was the tip of the bust sharp on all other normal wreath cents and rounded 
on only the strawberry ones? 

| would love to have some enlarged blow ups of some of these cents and wonder 
if you took or are planning to have taken images of some of the beautiful relevant 
Clapp, etc. 1793 cents. 

| appreciate being informed as to what is going on. 

Eric 


Friday, December 10, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: RE: Strawberries 
Date: 12/12/2004 1:00:16 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
EFC, 


I've forwarded your Email to Bob Grellman. He took a lot of notes last Tuesday, while | was taking pictures. | 
called Bob yesterday & he said he would respond to you. As soon as | can make blow ups of the Strawberry 
Leafs I'll send them to you. 


Yesterday | checked the edge device on my chain cents. | found that they were the same as on the S8 & S9. Do 
you think this might change the emission sequence of 1793 cents? 


Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Srrawberries >Date: Fri, 10 Dec 2004 
13:50:54 EST > >Dear Jim: >Thank you for the report of the meeting at ANS about the >strawberries. It was 
wonderful that all of you got together. | was satisfied >that you would find the edges were from more than one 
Castaing die as a >spare was normal. >Since you found the reverse dies on the strawberries to be distinctive 
from >any other reverse dies of non-strawberries, did you note the differences and >similarities? Could there have 
been alterations to either type of strawberry >reverse from a non-strawberry reverse? >Was the bust on each 
strawberry from a punch which was used to prepare the >normal bust and was the flowing hair modified on each 
die after the punch was >used? Was the tip of the bust sharp on all other normal wreath cents and >rounded on 
only the strawberry ones? >I would love to have some enlarged blow ups of some of these cents and >wonder if 
you took or are planning to have taken images of some of the beautiful >relevant Clapp, etc. 1793 cents. >| 
appreciate being informed as to what is going on. >Eric 


Sunday, December 12, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 
Sunday, December 12, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: S 192 
Date: 12/15/2004 5:14:35 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: hoge@numismatics.org 
10: EricNumis@aol.com 
Dear Eric, 


Yes, fun on the "Strawberries!" We had a good time examing pieces in 
detail and comparing edges! Interestingly, the edge markings of the 
"Strawberries," contrary to John Kleeberg's former thinking, clearly 
match those of most of the other wreath cents that we were able to 
study. The obverses (and the reverses of the NC 3s), from what is left 
of their details, looked consistent with one another, making individual 
alteration seem less likely. Kleeberg observes that Castaing edge irons 
may have been stolen from the mint and used to produce clandestine 
products. 


I'm sure that for you, sorting out these large cent problems cause by 
Sheldon in the ANS collection would be a piece of cake! But | am having 
trouble because it seems that the ANS specimens of the 1800 overdates 
have somehow been mixed up over the years. The photos and the 
descriptions in the original copy of the 1970s vintage large cent 

inventory do not match, and the coins in the boxes do not match with 
their accession nos. Furthermore, in the origiinal inventory, there are 
some penciled-in notations next to the glued-on photos indicating number 
changes (as on no 534, the note "to 536"). How do we know that the 
Rasmussen(?) coin is a missing ANS one? 


| want to assure you that | have been working on this, and apologize for 
taking so long. The situation is confusing for me, trying to reconstruct 
what may have gone on in the past. For one example, in the box marked as 
for acc. no. 1946.143.533, which is also marked as 0000.4.44 to indicate 
that it is one of the coins switched in by Sheldon (I sent you an image 

of this one, which didn't turn out too well), there is a tag marked by 

John Kleeberg that the coin was sent to the attorneys for adjudication 

in the large cent case Dec. 22, 2000. Yet here is this coin in the box, 

in addition, and although it does seem to be an example of the S. 192, 

it doesn't match any of the old photos in the ANS inventory. Now, the 

acc. record on this item says it refers to a coin that was "returned" to 

us by Naftzger; however, the coin which would seem to have been turned 
over to the attorneys must not have been the one shown in the inventory 
as 1946.143.533, since that coin is still here, in another box! | went 
through the coins rechecking them by weight, and found that these do not 
necessarily match those given on the old inventory record or those on 
tags with the coins or written on the boxes! Ugh! 


I'm hoping John Kleeberg may be able to come in and help me with this 
business. Maybe he will remember what his thinking may have been if not 
the specific cases involved. | will let you know as soon as | can about 

the S. 192. A difficulty is that | will be away (going home to Colorado, 

to visit my mother) for a little vacation from next Monday, Dec. 20, 

through Dec. 28. 

All the best, 


Bob 


EricNumis@aol.com wrote: 


Wednesday, December 15, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


> Dear Bob: 

> Now that you have had the fun of working on the strawberry Cents | 
> have a suggestion which you may already be familiar with. It related 
> to my prior Email to you. 

> In the current examination of the S 192 cents of ANS there is an 

> inventory of US large one cent holdings of ANS which was made in the 
> early 1970s on legal size mimeograph paper describing all of the 

> descriptive details at length including such comments as "not the 

> Clapp Cent". In other words this was after the Sheldon substitution 
> scheme and should describe all of the switched in cents which were 
> then on hand. 

> Will you find this in the library and see if it can help? Copies were 

> sold to the public at $40 each | believe. 

> Have a lovely holiday. Eric 


Wednesday, December 15, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 12/19/2004 1:11:11 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
AG: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 
Dear John: 


| was told that you attended the meeting at ANS on Strawberries and wanted 

to make some further inquiries. 

| understand that your group have found two edge designs on 1793 cents and all 
agree that the Strawberries are US Mint products because the edges on the 
Strawberries match the standard 1793 coins. 

| have been informed that the two different reverses on the strawberries (one with 
centered ONE CENT and three with high ONE CENT) do not match any standard 
reverses. | am interested in Knowing what are the similarities and what are the 
differences. 

The strawberry obverses are indicated as being from the same die but the 
condition of all except one was is so worn off that they may need further study. 
The same is true as to the flowing hair. The same is true as to whether the point of 
bust is sharp or rounded. 

My suggestion is that the images of the obverses be overlaid in some manner so 
that the LIBERTY above and the 1793 below can be compared as to their relative 
position with respect to one another and with respect to the bust position. 

The letters above and the date below were punched into the die individually. 
When the letter group position is compared with the number group position they 
either are or are not in the same position as any of the standard obverse 

dies. The bust device was punched in separately with one punch | presume. The 
outline of the individual letters, numbers or bust could be somewhat modified after 
the coin was struck but the relative position overall would probably remain the 
same. 

In the Smith of Ann Street alterations of US Mint 1793 cents several different 
minor changes and movements have occurred in minor parts on obverses and on 
reverses such as lettering, berries, leaves, etc. Is it possible that the strawberry 
leaves on several additional cents were altered in order to justify the one which 
was left visible enough while the others were artificially worn down to support the 
genuineness of the visible one? Or was the alteration work on the first attempt so 
poor that additional attempts were needed to get it right? 

For one strawberry obverse cent variety to be struck on four Known examples and 
combined with one unique reverse variety and with three examples of an 
otherwise non-standard reverse variety, all with about the same excessive 
amount of wear is a most unusual situation. 

Have you any further facts which would be helpful? It is hopeful someone might 
send us large uniform images of standard and strawberry cents for comparison. 
There is no urgency for an answer until 2005 to consider this. 

May both of us continue to enjoy fascinating numismatic problems together. 

Eric 


Sunday, December 19, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Strawberries 
Date: 12/19/2004 1:11:11 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
FO: JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 
Dear John: 


| was told that you attended the meeting at ANS on Strawberries and wanted 

to make some further inquiries. 

| understand that your group have found two edge designs on 1793 cents and all 
agree that the Strawberries are US Mint products because the edges on the 
Strawberries match the standard 1793 coins. 

| have been informed that the two different reverses on the strawberries (one with 
centered ONE CENT and three with high ONE CENT) do not match any standard 
reverses. | am interested in knowing what are the similarities and what are the 
differences. 

The strawberry obverses are indicated as being from the same die but the 
condition of all except one was is so worn off that they may need further study. 
The same is true as to the flowing hair. The same is true as to whether the point of 
bust is sharp or rounded. 

My suggestion is that the images of the obverses be overlaid in some manner so 
that the LIBERTY above and the 1793 below can be compared as to their relative 
position with respect to one another and with respect to the bust position. 

The letters above and the date below were punched into the die individually. 
When the letter group position is compared with the number group position they 
either are or are not in the same position as any of the standard obverse 

dies. The bust device was punched in separately with one punch | presume. The 
outline of the individual letters, numbers or bust could be somewhat modified after 
the coin was struck but the relative position overall would probably remain the 
same. 

In the Smith of Ann Street alterations of US Mint 1793 cents several different 
minor changes and movements have occurred in minor parts on obverses and on 
reverses such as lettering, berries, leaves, etc. Is it possible that the strawberry 
leaves on several additional cents were altered in order to justify the one which 
was left visible enough while the others were artificially worn down to support the 
genuineness of the visible one? Or was the alteration work on the first attempt so 
poor that additional attempts were needed to get it right? 

For one strawberry obverse cent variety to be struck on four known examples and 
combined with one unique reverse variety and with three examples of an 
otherwise non-standard reverse variety, all with about the same excessive 
amount of wear is a most unusual situation. 

Have you any further facts which would be helpful? It is hopeful someone might 
send us large uniform images of standard and strawberry cents for comparison. 
There is no urgency for an answer until 2005 to consider this. 

May both of us continue to enjoy fascinating numismatic problems together. 

Eric 


Sunday, December 19, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Cent alterations 
Date: 12/30/2004 5:13:07 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
tO! JMKLEEBERG@YAHOO.COM 
Dear John: 


Before the year ends | want you to know that | followed up on your comment 
about weights of cent alterations by Smith of Ann Street. | am lucky to have two 
beauties which | located in my falsies. 

| have a flowing hair Sheldon 8 which has many alterations including a smaller 
fraction bar, most of there edge decoration removed, many letters and numbers 
strengthened, many serifs added to reverse letters, etc. It weighs 190.3 grains 
being about a 10% reduction in weight. 

The second one is a 1794 liberty cap Sheldon 18 b with the double chin and the 
date is superbly altered into 1793. The edge lettering is unchanged. The face 
lettering is sharpened and strengthened. It weighs 184.5 grains. 

Both have a rich brown patina. 

Happy 2005 and many more. Eric 


Thursday, December 30, 2004 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Sensational pictures. 
Date: 01/05/2005 3:45:41 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
10; j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


Your images of the 1793 cent edges and other parts were nothing short of 
sensational and | thank you for sending them to me. You must have had a thrill 
working on this with the other participants but you were the image maker and 
even my old eyes were twinkling with what was observed. What an overwhelming 
accomplishment. 

| have good news and bad news as to the Levick plates. | cannot locate them but | 
do know they are here somewhere. | have so many files | am trying to think of 
where | last used them. Perhaps it was with Van Zandt who is no longer with us. It 
might have been | with a Smith of Ann Street file. | do not Know whether | put them 
in my bank vault or in what library corner of my several libraries. | have so many 
piles on my Office floor that | trip over them, but | usually can find the right pile. 

| should be ashamed of this but | have always undertaken so many 

projects whether urged upon me or not that it slows me up or down. 

| will Keep looking. It is nice to research in one area but | have enjoyed so many 
areas that | do not Know which to give preference to. 

Keep hoping for me to find them soon. Eric 


Wednesday, January 05, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


STUNNOLG :oulTUG BoLIoUlY SOOT “LO Arenuer ‘Aepiy 


Subj: RE: Sensational pictures. 
Date: 01/06/2005 11:35:44 A.M. Central Standard Time 
From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
16: EricNumis@aol.com 
Eric, 


I'm glad you like the pictures. Hopefully you will be able to find the Levick Plates. 


| know you went to MIT. My uncle graduated from there in the mid 1930s. His name was Hibbard Summersgill. He 
was very active with MIT after graduation. | was wondering if you ever here of him? 


Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Sensational pictures. >Date: Wed, 5 Jan 
2005 16:45:41 EST > >Dear Jim: >Your images of the 1793 cent edges and other parts were nothing short of 
>sensational and | thank you for sending them to me. You must have had a thrill >working on this with the other 
participants but you were the image maker and >even my old eyes were twinkling with what was observed. What 
an overwhelming >accomplishment. >] have good news and bad news as to the Levick plates. | cannot locate 
them >but | do know they are here somewhere. | have so many files | am trying to >think of where | last used 
them. Perhaps it was with Van Zandt who is no longer >with us. It might have been | with a Smith of Ann Street 
file. | do not know >whether | put them in my bank vault or in what library corner of my several >libraries. | have so 
many piles on my office floor that | trip over them, but >I usually can find the right pile. >| should be ashamed of 
this but | have always undertaken so many projects >whether urged upon me or not that it slows me up or down. 
>| will keep looking. It is nice to research in one area but | have enjoyed >so many areas that | do not know which 
to give preference to. >Keep hoping for me to find them soon. Eric 
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Friday, January 07, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


I JO | o3eg 


Subj: Re: 1793 Cents 
Date: 01/07/2005 12:06:46 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
10: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


| was asked to give a program in May 2005 at some EAC meeting in St. Louis. | 
do not know the exact date of the meeting. Perhaps it would be practical for you to 
attend that. 

Good luck on your Florida bidding. 

| do not travel much but my daughter lives on Fifth Avenue in 

NYC only a few blocks from the red - tailed hawk PALEMALE who recently had 
occupancy problems. She and her spouse just came 

here for Xmas so | have no plans to go to NYC now. She is with Dalton School. 
Some of my grandchildren also live in NYC. 

How did you take the images of the edges of the 1793 cents? They are similar in 
style to the 19th century hand drawn publications showing 

edges. Eric 


Friday, January 07, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


STUMNOLG :oul[U BOLIOUTY C0OT “gO Arenuer ‘Aepinjeg 


Subj: Re: 1793 Cents 
Date: 01/07/2005 12:29:35 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Eric, 


| should be at the EAC meeting in St. Louis next year. 


As to taking the edge pictures - | got the idea from Jack Collins who did the same thing when he took the edge 
pictures for Breen's Half Cent book. You use a flashlight. You take out the mirror piece that surrounds the bulb & 
drop the coin into it. It really is simple & | think it works very well. 


I've attached a picture of just the edge of my $1. 
Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Re: 1793 Cents >Date: Fri, 7 Jan 2005 
13:06:46 EST > >Dear Jim: >| was asked to give a program in May 2005 at some EAC meeting in St. Louis. >I do 
not know the exact date of the meeting. Perhaps it would be practical >for you to attend that. >Good luck on your 
Florida bidding. >| do not travel much but my daughter lives on Fifth Avenue in >NYC only a few blocks from the 
red - tailed hawk PALEMALE who recently had >occupancy problems. She and her spouse just came >here for 
Xmas so | have no plans to go to NYC now. She is with Dalton >School. Some of my grandchildren also live in 
NYC. >How did you take the images of the edges of the 1793 cents? They are similar >in style to the 19th century 
hand drawn publications showing edges. > Eric 
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Saturday, January 08, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: Re: FUN Show 
Date: 01/17/2005 8:11:43 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
Dear Jim: 


| am pleased that you improved your holdings at the Florida meetings. 

| do not know who are the people who are planning the EAC St. Louis convention 
other than perhaps Bernard Edison. 

| just looked over my Levick positives again. | find that the file has a murky 
photocopy of each. | must have made the photocopies in connection with lending 
the originals to a friend. There are also superb reproduction positives on heavy 
photographic paper with a measurement scale on the left side. Did you make the 
latter? | have no recollection as to how | got them but | must have lent the Levick 
positives to someone and that someone seems to have made the beautiful 
positives. Is there a chemical treatment which strengthens the dark areas? | could 
lend you either the superb copy or the originals if that would be helpful to you. 
my best. Eric 
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Monday, January 17, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


] JO [ o8eq 


Subj: Re: FUN Show 
Date: 01/18/2005 6:34:14 A.M. Central Standard Time 


From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Eric, 


The copies you sent me a few years ago had the scales on the side. Would it be possible to send me both the 
photos & the positives? I'll take them to the ANS & ask their photographer the best way to reproduce them. Of 
course the ANS uses a outside contractor to take photos now, but | have met him & he seems to know what he's 
doing. I'd really appreciate it. 


Thanks, 
Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Re: FUN Show >Date: Mon, 17 Jan 2005 
21:11:43 EST > >Dear Jim: >I am pleased that you improved your holdings at the Florida meetings. >I do not 
know who are the people who are planning the EAC St. Louis >convention other than perhaps Bernard Edison. >| 
just looked over my Levick positives again. | find that the file has a >murky photocopy of each. | must have made 
the photocopies in connection with >lending the originals to a friend. There are also superb reproduction positives 
>on heavy photographic paper with a measurement scale on the left side. Did >you make the latter? | have no 
recollection as to how | got them but | must >have lent the Levick positives to someone and that someone seems 
to have made >the beautiful positives. Is there a chemical treatment which strengthens the >dark areas? | could 
lend you either the superb copy or the originals if that >would be helpful to you. >my best. Eric 


Tuesday, January 18, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 





Mr. Jim Neiswinter January 19, 2005 
302 Fendale St. 
Franklin Square, NY 11011 


Dear Jim: 


Good luck has come my way as I found my Van Zandt file on the Levick matter 
which has cleared up what has taken place as to our original Levick positives. 

I enclose a copy of my letter of July 22, 1994 to Frank Van Zandt and seeem to 
have sent him the Levick positives for study. He made the copy on photographic paper 
with the measurement scale on it and sent it to me. He returned my originals. 

According to your request, I now enclose those 2 photographic Lewick portions 
made by him and the original Levick positives with gold toning. You may make copies 
for your research. Please send back the enclosed and I would appreciate two sets of 
examples of any images you make with modern methods. 

I presume you have the March 1869 AJN with Levick comment and Van Zandt comment 
in the Asylum, Vol. XII, NO. 2 (Spring 1994). 

Please return the items I enclose after they have served your purpose. 

I appreciate being advised by you that a separate numbering system designation 
was used by Levick prior to using lettering for the reverses. I did not know this. 


Keep up the good work. 


My best, 


Eric P. Newman 


6450 CECIL AVENUE ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63105 ERICNUMIS @ AOL.COM 
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Subj: Levick photos 

Date: 04/17/2005 4:27:07 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 

Dear Jim: 


| have finally found in my pile of things to do the fact that | have never loaned you the above 
two photo plates for you to rephoto and study. | last sent you these in 1998 when reproduction 
methods were somewhat more primitive than they are today. | know you will do a superb job 
on them. 

Please send me the present address of your home and work as well as selecting which 

one you recommend for mail or other system. 

| apologize for the delay. My best. - Eric 
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Subj: Re: Levick photos 

Date: 04/18/2005 12:07:03 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: EricNumis 

16: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 

Dear Jim: 


Thank you for your prompt reply as the Levick items. 

| read your article about the Strawberry matter several times. It was carefully written and was 
a fine piece of research. | am glad that a year or so ago | insisted that Holmes checked the 
edges. You did not say enough to answer all of my curiosities. 

| want to Know what 1793 reverses the two types of strawberry reverses match or are a close 
match to. Were there any alterations to the normal reverses in the strawberry reverses? Once 
that is determined | will then ask about the obverses. These questions are the same as | 


previously communicated to you 
My best. Eric. 


OU seq Aw ‘Aejep au} Jo} aziBojode |< ‘waj}SAs JOUj}O JO |leW JO} PUBWILUODe) NOA BuO YoIYM Huljoajes< 

SB [JAM SE YJOM puke BOY JNOA Jo ssaippe juaseJd ay} SW Puas aseajq< ‘Wway} UO Gol quedns e Op |jIM NOA MOuyY | “Aepo} que 
Adu} UeU}< SAW BIOW JEUMBWOS 318M SPOU}EW UOIONPOJdSs UBUM QBBL Ul Sau} NOA JUas< }se] | “APN}s pue oJOUda 0} NOA 
JO} Sayejd OJOUd OMY BAOge 3U} NOA pseueoOj< JAaABU SAY | JEU} JOE} By} OP 0} SHuiy} Jo ayid Aw ul punoj Ayjeuy aaey |< :wit seaq< 
< 105 Z0:ZZ:Z1 $00Z 4dvV ZL ‘uNS :a}eq< sojoUd yoINE7 JOSIqnS< WOOD IeEWJOYM ejuimsiau | :0] < WOO |OeEMsiwnNouwy :wosj4< 


uit’ 


¢$}U90 jea7] ALaqmeljs ay} jnoge asi~jAUUdd JO ANSs! YOJeWy dy} U! aoe AW sas NOA piq 


‘OLOLL AN aubnbs ulyues4 iS ajepuay Zoe si Sseuppe Ap ‘uleBe NoA woud Jeay 0} BdIN 


‘OU 
WWO09 |OE®)SIWNNONWF ‘OL 
WOD JIEWUJOUMJa}UIMsSiou | "Wwol4 
awit yYyHAeq J24jUSD ‘W'd €€:0%:S G00Z/Z1/70 ayeq 
sojyoud Y91A987 :3u ‘[qng 


Monday, April 18, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


STUMNNOLY :OUl[UG POLIOUY SOOT “SZ [dy ‘Aepuoyy 





Subj: Re: Levick photos ae 
Date: 04/25/2005 5:52:17 A.M. Central Daylight Time... .... ete ae 
From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com : 3 | eee 
ho: EricNumis@aol.com 

ENic, 


Sorry | didn't get back to you sooner, but | was in Annapolis for the EAC convention. It looks like next year's convention will be in 
Florida & the following year's will be in St. Louis. | need your address again because |'got you something at the convention. | think 
you will like it. 


As to the Stawberry Leafs, the 5 of us all ageed that the 2 reverses & 1 obverse do not.resemble any other wreath varieties. We 
examined the unique NC2 & two of the three known NC3s and we could not detect any tooling on any of the three coins. The NC3 
has 2 leaves on the reverse to the right of the bow, but only 1 leaf to the left. All other varieties of wreaths, including the NC2, 
have 2 leaves on the left wreath. The fraction on the NC3 is closer to the rim than on any other wreath and ONE CENT is higher 
than any other wreath except for the S8 (they seem to be in the same position). 


| haven't gotton the copies of the Levick plates you were going to send me. Have you mailed them? 
Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com >To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com >Subject: Re: Levick photos >Date: Mon, 18 Apr 2005 13:07:03 EDT 
> >Dear Jim: >Thank you for your prompt reply as the Levick items. >| read your article about the Strawberry matter several times. 
It was >carefully written and was a fine piece of research. | am glad that a year or so ago >| insisted that Holmes checked the 
edges. You did not say enough to answer >all of my curiosities. >| want to know what 1793 reverses the two types of strawberry 
reverses match >or are aclose match to. Were there any alterations to the normal reverses >in the strawberry reverses? Once 
that is determined | will then ask about the >obverses. These questions are the same as | previously communicated to you 4 





best. Eric. 
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Subj: birthday greetings and a bidder for the Kolbe Ford Books part Il 
Date: 05/25/2005 6:03:18 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Dear Eric, 


Please accept my heartfelt best wishes on this, your 94th birthday! | 
tried ‘phoning several times today, and assume you are away, or that you 
have turned off your answering machine. Since the whole world is probably 
trying to reach you, that makes sense. 

You mentioned that you could use a reliable bidder for the Ford Book Sale 
- part Il. | suggest Charles Davis, if he is making the trip across the 
country. Charles thinks the world of you, and he is as honest as the days 
are long this time of year. | was interested in ten lots of Numismatic 
Chronicles in his last sale. By telling me that there were preemptive bids 
on the first seven, he let me concentrate on the last three, for which | 
gave him strong bids. He reduced each of them substantially and | got the 
three double volumes, to my susrprise and pleasure. | now have NC from 
1875 to the present (130 volumes) and lack "just" the first 34. 

Happy Birthday! !!()) (1 UTEITEITITIITETETTELTLTITTTTTETE 


Peter 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 





Mr. James Neiswinter Juneck, 2005 
302 Ferndale St 
Franklin Square, NY 11011 


Dear Jim: 


The enclosed original positives of our two Levick 1869 plates which were found 
loose in the A.J. N. in our library were sent to you in 1998 and here they are again at your 
request. I have been overwhelmed by research om many numismatic topics and please 
forgive me for the current delay. You concentrate on a specific area and I have not been 
able to do that as yet. 

After you have studied them and imaged them please return the plates at your 
convenience. _ 

The current ANS magazine notes your visit there in connection with your 
strawberry leaf cent studies. 

I have transferrecdl my Smith 1793 altered cents from my forgery box to my early 
cent box in honor of their quality. 

Keep up the thorough and fine research. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 






6450 CECIL AVENUE. ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63105 ERICNUMIS @ AOL.COM 


Subj: Levick pictures 


Date: 06/07/2005 3:57:59 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 

Dear Jim: 


| mailed the original special Levick positives to you today for restudy and reimaging. | may 
seem to be neglectful but | have so many projects to do for others that | cannot keep up with 
my own or theirs. Please forgive me. 

Thank you again for the lovely images you previously sent me as they are spectacularly clear. 
Did you get a print of the 1793 Uncirculated Wreath Cent given out by ANS at Baltimore? It 
has some apparent discolored striations on the obverse. Are these scratches, tray rubbing or 
what? The reverse is immaculate. | believe that Sheldon did not steal this Clapp 

cent because Sheldon did not have anything to switch into its place. 


My best. Eric 


< aaa jie ee 


Tuesday, June 07, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: RE: Levick pictures 


Date: 06/07/2005 6:29:42 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 

Eric, 


Thanks for mailing the pictures. I'm really looking forward to seeing them. The Wreath Cent photo given out at the EAC convention 
was the NC5 which is unique. No wonder Sheldon couldn't switch it. I've attached pictures of both obv. & rev. of the NC5. The 
obverse does have striations that resemble pencil markings. The photo given out at the ANS was very poor quality - Bob Hoge 
went to Kinkos to make the copies. 


Did you hear the story about Don Partrick? On the Saturday of the convention | was in my car going to breakfast when | saw Don 
on the street with his suitcase. | stopped to ask him if he wanted to go eat with my friend & myself. He said he was trying to get a 
cab to the airport. This was in Annapolis - not NYC where you could find a cab on the street. | drove him to the entrance ramp of 
the highway that goes to the airport & then my friend & | tried to find a place to eat. Not being familiar with the area we couldn't 
find anyplace, so we went back to the hotel. Don was still standing at the entrance ramp. | told my friend that | couldn't leave him 
there, | drove him to the airport in time to make his plane back to NY. My friend told me when he got back to the hotel (he didn't 
come with us - 1 guess he didn't want to make the 40 mile round trip) that there was a cab driver looking for Don! So Don gota 
free ride. 


Jim 


>From: EricNumis@aol.com 

>To: j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 

>Subject: Levick pictures 

>Date: Tue, 7 Jun 2005 16:57:59 EDT 

> 

>Dear Jim: 

>| mailed the original special Levick positives to you today for restudy and 
>reimaging. | may seem to be neglectful but | have so many projects to do for 
>others that | cannot keep up with my own or theirs. Please forgive me. 
>Thank you again for the lovely images you previously sent me as they are 
>spectacularly clear. 

>Did you get a print of the 1793 Uncirculated Wreath Cent given out by ANS 
>at Baltimore? It has some apparent discolored striations on the obverse. Are 
>these scratches, tray rubbing or what? The reverse is immaculate. | believe 
>that Sheldon did not steal this Clapp cent because Sheldon did not have 
>anything to switch into its place. 

>My best. Eric 

> 


Wednesday, June 08, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


6/14/05 


Eric, 


Thanks for sending me the Levick test plates. ’ ve made 
several copies which I think came out very well. I’ve 
included one for you. I’ve also included my version of the 
Levick plate using my coins (except for the NC2), and the 
Al Boka book on the 1794 cents, as well as my photo of the 
finest known 1793 NCs. I hope you enjoy them. 


Jim 


Subj: Early cents 


Date: 06/19/2005 5:07:47 P.M. Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

10, j_neiswinter@hotmail.com 

Dear Jim: 


The Levick plates arrived in fine shape and | thank you for all the wonderful prints you sent. 
You must be a devotee to the new imaging as | have never seen such remarkable and 
refreshing positives. 

You also sent the new 1794 book which | have perused for over an hour. | had no idea it had 
been produced. What a massive undertaking with all of its complicated detail. | almost decided 
to put it in my bank vault with my 1869 and 1870 Maris pamphlets. 

| would like to send you a piece of my writing although | never did anything educational on US 
cents. The closest | came was the 1984 COAC which you probably already own describing 
what circulated along with US cents in the 19th century. | did put part of 13 years of my life 
into the ANS Sheldon litigation so if you want anything modest and permitted from that file 
please ask _ If you would like something written by me on any subject between 1949 and the 
present just tell me and | will send you a copy as | probably will have it. You have over 100 
items to choose from most of which are listed in the 4th edition of THE EARLY PAPER 
MONEY OF AMERICA. 

It is such a pleasure to work with you on these matters. 

My best. Eric 


Tuesday, January 01, 2002 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: [VirginiaHalfpenceOf1773] X-rays 


Date: 08/10/2005 6:02:36 A.M. Central Standard Time 

From: rogermoore435@yahoo.com 

Reply-to: — VirginiaHalfpenceOf1773@yahoogroups.com 

To: dgladfelter@comcast.net 

CC: llamapop1941@yahoo.com, VirginiaHalfoenceOf1773@yahoogroups.com 


David, Thanks for the input. | had never heard of the word "fourre" before. In regard to your postcard paper no problem on the 
credits. | think | told you to leave my name off of it anyway. Roger 


David Gladfelter <dgladfelter@comcast.net> wrote: 


Roger, I'm OK now, what happened is that | temporarily lost access to the internet, we've been having that problem off 
and on. 


The Beckers are collectibles in their own right, just as contemporaneous counterfeit US obsolete bank notes are (you 
should see some of the "folk art" I"ve picked up in the course of obsolete collecting) but of course all of this is pre-Hobby 
Protection Act. | think the fancy term for these among museum people is "fourré" so if you see a "fourré" on ebay, you are 
| being offered a collectible fake. You've heard of Smith of Ann Street? Latest thinking is, he may have made the 

| Strawberry Leaf Cent varieties. And so on. 


| As a lawyer, | know fraud when | see it, and not wanting to be defrauded in a marketplace where there are no controls, | 
don't buy anything on ebay. Know your seller, in whatever market you buy in. 


Looking forward to your article. In fact I'm looking forward to reading your article that just came as we were going on 
vacation. By the way, the first article on the coin postcards that you made digital photos for is out, but the editor left off 
your credit, much to my disappointment. 


david. 


----- Original Message ----- 

From: Roger Moore 

To: David Gladfelter ; Virginia Group Coin ; llamapop1941@yahoo.com 
Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2005 7:48 PM 

Subject: Re: [VirginiaHalfpenceOf1 773] X-rays 


Hi David, | am not sure why you cannot respond to the group. In any case | am including your 
comments back to the group with this email. 


| understand your distinction., My plan for the paper is to separate forgeries and reproductions on 
the basis of the intent of those making the coins. However, having recently read the book on 
Becker's life, | would be hard pressed to understand his true intentions. His stated intention was to 
make coins to fill in hard to acquire gaps for collectors but in reality many of his "coins" were sold 
as genuine. Were these forgeries or reproductions? | think that in the case of the Colonial 
Williamsburg Virginia reproductions, there is no question that they should be considered 
reproductions. Only the most naive collector would be fooled by them. Unfortunately there are a 
lot of naive collectors buying on eBay. If someone intentionally defaces the inscribed "copy" and 
then tries to sell the coin as real, isn't this defraudment and isn't the object being used a forgery - 
perhaps a poor forgery but still a forgery. As a lawyer, perhaps you can help clarify this for me. | 
am not sure concerning what to call a resold item that is sold fraudulently. If your email doesn't go 
to the group | will forward it. Thanks for responding Roger 


David Gladfelter <dgladfelter@comcast.net> wrote: 


| Right away. But museum reproductions (of art, antiques, cultural objects) are a different category. Their 


Friday, February 22, 2002 America Online: EricNumis 
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Subj: Re: Strawberry leaf cents 

Date: 08/13/2005 7:38:57 A.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: dgladfelter@comcast.net 

To: EricNumis@aol.com 

Dear Eric 


Good to hear from you. | have been quieter than usual because | am embarrassingly aware that the draft of the William 
Bradford article has still not been done and | need to get to that. Hope you're still interested in it, if not I'm sure that you will be 
when the draft from my end comes your way before too much longer. It was your comment to me that encouraged me to bid it 
in, just so it could be written up. 

What | said about the Strawberry Leaf cents was just that, a casual comment. The source of that comment was John 
Kraljevich's essay in the recent ANR sale catalogue. The reference to Smith of Ann Street was made by John Kleeberg who 
thought that the edge lettering was added by hand, however, Kraljevich says he placed the NC-3 side by side (or face to back) 
with an S-5 and found the edges to be identical, and that is also your view (that the NC-3 edge lettering is genuine). If memory 
serves (| would have to go back through years of Penny Wise to check this out), Smith of Ann Street did start with genuine 
coins and retooled them to "create" new varieties. If | am correct in this, a genuine edge would not eliminate the possibility of 
the NC-3 having been fabricated from an S-5 or other genuine variety. (This is a bad example to use because the NC-3 doesn't 
look at all like the S-5). 

I'm not aware of an overlay study having been made. Checking in Sheldon, Noyes and Breen, | see no comments under NC- 
3 about similarities to other 1793 obverses or reverses. Which dies do you think the NC-3 (and NC-2) most clearly resemble? 

On another open topic, | acquired from the Schingoethe collection a proof example of one of the three varieties of New 
Jersey Cumberland Works notes ( the variety redeemable at Market Street Ferry; the others [earlier, | believe] are redeemable 
at 106 Market St. and the N. Davis store). It struck me that this note, and a proof Union Works note obtained earlier, are the 
only proofs | have, or have seen, from this time frame (late 1820s) that are not bank notes, but scrip. Which begs the question 
we have been losing sleep over: Were they bank notes masquerading as scrip? | don't yet have the answer to that one, only 
more questions, dammit. 


david. 


----- Original Message ----- 

From: EricNumis@aol.com 

To: dgladfelter@COMCAST.NET 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 2:38 PM 
Subject: Strawberry leaf cents 


Dear David: 

Just because | have not written you recently | want to assure you that | have been reading 
some of your commentary, particularly on the Virginia halfoence matters. Your current 
casual comment to Roger Moore about the Strawberry Leaf Cents leads me to ask you more 
about them. 

| have for quite a while been asking the Cent specialists whether they have ever made 
overlays of certain similar reverses and obverses of the normal 1793 cents with the 
strawberry leaf cents to determine whether they match in most areas. No one has ever 
advised me or sent me any such data. | feel that with the four strawberry cents with the 
supposedly same obverses (except for unclear differences in the strawberry leaves) being 
combined with the two different varieties of reverse, one with the high ONE CENT and one 
with the centered ONE CENT, is just too remote a possibility when there are a couple of 
normal reverse dies so similar to the Strawberry reverses. All edge lettering is genuine, 
making the original Strawberry coins all genuine. All Smith of Ann Street would have had to 
do is to change a leaf or sprig or two on each reverse after modifying the obverse sprig, 
followed by buffing them down to obliterate their clarity. 

| do not want to stir up unnecessary controversy but wonder if you know any careful work 


Sunday, August 14, 2005 America Online: EricNumis 


Subj: Re: Strawberry leaf ceWWSINOl :oul[uQ BoLIoUY CQ0Z ‘pl Isnsny ‘Aepung 


Date: 08/13/2005 7:38:57 A.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: dgladfelter@comcast.net 

to: EricNumis@aol.com 

Dear Eric 


Good to hear from you. | have been quieter than usual because | am embarrassingly aware that the draft of the William 
Bradford article has still not been done and | need to get to that. Hope you're still interested in it, if not I'm sure that you will be 
when the draft from my end comes your way before too much longer. It was your comment to me that encouraged me to bid it 
in, just so it could be written up. 

What | said about the Strawberry Leaf cents was just that, a casual comment. The source of that comment was John 
Kraljevich's essay in the recent ANR sale catalogue. The reference to Smith of Ann Street was made by John Kleeberg who 
thought that the edge lettering was added by hand, however, Kraljevich says he placed the NC-3 side by side (or face to back) 
with an S-5 and found the edges to be identical, and that is also your view (that the NC-3 edge lettering is genuine). If memory 
serves (I would have to go back through years of Penny Wise to check this out), Smith of Ann Street did start with genuine 
coins and retooled them to "create" new varieties. If | am correct in this, a genuine edge would not eliminate the possibility of 
the NC-3 having been fabricated from an S-5 or other genuine variety. (This is a bad example to use because the NC-3 doesn't 
look at all like the S-5). 

I'm not aware of an overlay study having been made. Checking in Sheldon, Noyes and Breen, | see no comments under NC- 
3 about similarities to other 1793 obverses or reverses. Which dies do you think the NC-3 (and NC-2) most clearly resemble? 

On another open topic, | acquired from the Schingoethe collection a proof example of one of the three varieties of New 
Jersey Cumberland Works notes ( the variety redeemable at Market Street Ferry; the others [earlier, | believe] are redeemable 
at 106 Market St. and the N. Davis store). It struck me that this note, and a proof Union Works note obtained earlier, are the 
only proofs | have, or have seen, from this time frame (late 1820s) that are not bank notes, but scrip. Which begs the question 
we have been losing sleep over: Were they bank notes masquerading as scrip? | don't yet have the answer to that one, only 
more questions, dammit. 


david. 


----- Original Message ----- 

From: EricNumis@aol.com 

To: dgladfeltere@COMCAST.NET 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 2:38 PM 
Subject: Strawberry leaf cents 


Dear David: 

Just because | have not written you recently | want to assure you that | have been reading 
some of your commentary, particularly on the Virginia halfpence matters. Your current 
casual comment to Roger Moore about the Strawberry Leaf Cents leads me to ask you more 
about them. 

| have for quite a while been asking the Cent specialists whether they have ever made 
overlays of certain similar reverses and obverses of the normal 1793 cents with the 
strawberry leaf cents to determine whether they match in most areas. No one has ever 
advised me or sent me any such data. | feel that with the four strawberry cents with the 
supposedly same obverses (except for unclear differences in the strawberry leaves) being 
combined with the two different varieties of reverse, one with the high ONE CENT and one 
with the centered ONE CENT, is just too remote a possibility when there are a couple of 
normal reverse dies so similar to the Strawberry reverses. All edge lettering is genuine, 
making the original Strawberry coins all genuine. All Smith of Ann Street would have had to 
do is to change a leaf or sprig or two on each reverse after modifying the obverse sprig, 
followed by buffing them down to obliterate their clarity. 

| do not want to stir up unnecessary controversy but wonder if you know any careful work 
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Dear David: 

My eyes are not good enough any more to do the minute die variety similarities or differences 
reliably for early cents. The obverses of NC2 and NC3 should be checked as the position of 
LIBERTY and the date as to master punched central design. All of the centralized ONE CENT 
varieties should be checked against other centralized date varieties and also all high ONE 
CENT varieties checked with other high date varieties. 

Smith was a master at moving metal sidewise to add design features and in eliminating design 
features. | have two of his masterpieces. 

As you point out there seem to be no comments as to similarities of NC2 and NC3 with 

other pieces. 

| am glad you obtained some other New Jersey paper money for your collection, 

There is no rush on the Bradford matter. 

Keep on having fun. Eric 


Wednesday, August 17, 2005 America Online: Guest 


Eric, 


I’ve enclosed 4 pieces of photo paper for you to copy 
the Levick plates on to when you get the time. I think 
it will look better on photo paper than regular paper. 


Besides 1793 cents I also collect varieties of 1817 & 
1839. I’ve included pictures of my 1817 15 stars, & 
my 5 varieties of 1839 N1. 


My book on 1793 cents will not be finished until 
sometime next year. I’m hoping to add a couple of 
coins out of the Rasmussen collection that is being 
auctioned in January. 


